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ACADEMIC SENATE AGENDA 
TIME: 7 P.M, Wednesday, April 4, 2001 
PLACE: Circus Room, Bone Student Center 
**NEW SENATE ORIENTATION, 5:30 P.M, CIRCUS ROOM** 
Call to Order 
Roll Call 
Approval of Minutes of March 21, 2001 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Student Government Association President's Remarks 
Administrators' Remarks 
Committee Reports 
IBHE-FAC Report (Senator Crothers) 
Action Items: 
03.16.01.01 English Placement Test Proposal (Academic Affairs Committee) 
Information Items: 
Governance Structure Proposal (Rules Committee) 
Academic Freedom Committee Nominations (Rules Committee) 
Faculty Ethics and Grievance Committee Nominations (Rules Committee) 
Panel of 10 Nominations (Rules Committee) 
Communications 
Adjournment 
Meetings of the Academic Senate are open to members of the University community. Persons 
attending the meeting participate in discussion with the consent of the Senate. Persons desiring to 
bring items to the attention of the Senate may do so by contacting any member of the Senate. 
If you no longer have use for your interoffice mailing envelopes, please return them to the 
Senate office (mail code 1830) or return them at each meeting. 
April 4, 2001 
Call to Order 
ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Approved) 
Chairperson Curt White called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
Roll Call 
Senator Crothers called the roll and declared a quorum. 
Approval of Minutes of March 21, 2001: 
Volume XXXll, No. 13 
Motion XXXll-114: by Senator Poling, second by Senator Noyes, to approve the Senate 
minutes of March 21,2001. The minutes were unanimously approved. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Senator White: The proposed group of senate chairpersons of Illinois public universities will 
meet on April 5, 2001 at 10:00 a.m. in the University Club Room. Any Senate member is 
welcome to attend. 
Senator Chang: How many schools will be represented at the meeting tomorrow for 
senate chairs of Illinois public universities? 
Senator White: As of today, seven of the eleven senate chairs or their representatives have 
confirmed that they will attend the meeting. Of the four remaining, two have expressed their 
regrets at being unable to attend and two have not responded. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Senator Brown: Welcomed the new Student Body President, Scott Kording, to the Senate. 
Student Government Association President's Remarks 
Senator Kording: Welcomed the new student senators and SGA Executive Committee 
members, who were observing the Senate meeting. 
Administrators' Remarks: 
• President Vic Boschini: Reported that he had attended the budget hearings in the Illinois 
Senate. He asked at that time that Schroeder Hall renovations be included in the budget. 
President Boschini gave a report on the Capital Campaign. He stated that he was encouraged 
by the early reactions to our requests for funds . Currently, we are in the quiet or nonpublic 
phase. In this early phase, they are cultivating the base prospects for pace setting leadership 
gifts. The participation rate of all the groups that have been approached so far has been very 
high. He stated that his goal was to have a 100% participation rate of all groups on campus as 
well as for alumni. The public kickoff of the campaign is in March 2002. President Boschini 
stated that he would continue giving periodic reports at the Senate meetings. 
Senator Campbell: What percentage of faculty currently donate to the Foundation? 
President Boschini: A very small percentage, I believe approximately 21 %. We need to 
increase that to at least 50%. One of the first questions that donors ask is what percentage of 
your faculty gives. 
Senator Howard: It is my understanding that we can specify to which area our donations 
apply. 
President Boschini: Yes, I would prefer your gift to be nonspecific, but most gifts that come 
in are specified. 
Senator Crothers: Thank you President Boschini for bringing this information to us. 
Senator Howard's question is exactly why we need to have this public conversation because 
the money does tend to be donated to certain components and that has profound academic 
consequences. 
Senator Razaki: Donations may be sent directly to the President or to the Foundation 
Board. Checks should be made payable to the ISU Foundation. Faculty and staff donations 
can also be automatically deducted from their payroll checks. 
• Provost Al Goldfarb: We are in the process of finalizing the search committees' 
recommendations for the Dean of the College of Education and for the Director of the 
University College. We need to congratulate two Bone Scholars, Senators Brown and 
Kording. They have received the highest honor that this institution bestows on its students. It 
is an honor that is not only based on academic accomplishments, but also an honor based on 
work that is done outside of the classroom. 
• Vice President of Student Affairs: Excused Absence 
• Vice President of Finance and Planning: 
Senator Bragg: Our Senate appropriations meeting yesterday was very positive. We 
received compliments from the Senate on our commitment to stay the course on deferred 
maintenance and hold the line on staffing. I would also like to express my appreciation to 
those who have been participating in the Master Plan planning sessions. It has been very 
helpful and we are coming up with a lot of ideas for updating the Plan. Dick Runner will be 
at the May 2 meeting to give us an overview of where we are in the process. We are 
conducting a search in our area that I would appreciate any help on. We are looking for a 
new director of our Administrative Information Systems (formerly Academic Computing). I 
have job descriptions for this position and you may contact my office if you know of anyone 
interested in this area. 
Committee Reports 
• Academic Affairs Committee 
Senator Meckstroth: The Academic Affairs Committee met this evening and discussed 
several issues before it . It met jointly with the Student Affairs Committee; the chairperson of 
that committee will give a report on the committees' joint activities. 
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Administrative Affairs Committee: 
Senator Meier: We submitted our final report tonight on commentary that was collected on 
the President's performance during the last year. We have several items that we would like to 
have placed on the agenda for the April 18 meeting, two department name changes and one 
school designation and name change, as well as the 2004-2005 Academic Calendar. 
Senator White: We will consider those at the next Executive Committee meeting. I am 
becoming more concerned about the size of the next meeting agenda. Will you be sending a 
representative to the next Executive Committee to discuss the commentary on President's 
performance? 
Senator Meier: We will try to do that. 
• Budget Committee: 
Senator Howard: The Budget Committee met this evening to look at information from a 
budget perspective on the different name changes from school to department. From a 
budgetary standpoint, there appears to be no objection. 
• Faculty Affairs Committee 
Senator El-Zanati: Faculty Affairs Committee met tonight jointly with the Student Affairs 
Committee. Senator Kowalski will report on our meeting. We also met separately and 
discussed the non-tenure track report. 
• Rules Committee 
Senator Razaki: The Rules Committee met last week and we are going to be bringing 
forward a number of information items later in the meeting. 
• Student Affairs Committee: 
Senator Kowalski: The committee met with the Faculty Affairs Committee concerning the 
Term Paper Sales Policy revisions. We will be sending it to the Executive Committee. We 
also talked about the treatment of protestors. Because of the upcoming change of senators 
and the possible elimination of both the Faculty Affairs and Student Affairs Committees, we 
decided to send it back to the Executive Committee. We would like for the SGA and Faculty 
Assembly, which may replace the Student and Faculty Affairs Committees, to take up the 
issue. We met with the Academic Affairs Committee to talk about the mission statement. 
Senator Tolone can tell you more about that. 
Senator Tolone: At our last meeting we said that we would send out the current draft of the 
Mission Statement. Several people sent back suggestions to our subcommittee. We worked 
those suggestions into the revised draft. Academic Affairs and Student Affairs then met 
tonight jointly. We discussed those changes and revisions. We are going to make a couple of 
more changes and then hopefully before the end of this semester we will be able to circulate 
it to a larger audience on campus and get even greater feedback. 
Academic Senate Minutes 3 April 4, 2001 
IBHE-FAC Report 
Senator Crothers: The Illinois Board of Higher Education F AC meeting was held in Macomb 
this month. The meeting was largely about budget matters. F AC passed its budget context 
statement document. We spoke with Deb Smitley, IBHE staff member, about the kind of things 
that are going on at the State level. An issue that we need to think about in the long term is the 
State's continuing concern about teacher training and workforce shortage questions. The State 
wants to put a great deal of money into these kinds of efforts. Forme the most new and 
interesting information was that if the State is required to make a substantial donation to SURS, 
there may be little money available for new initiatives in FY03 . I asked Ms. Smitley about 
appropriations for Schroeder Hall renovations. I got a sense that if we don't get it this year, we 
would more than likely get it next year. All of the deferred maintenance money is an all or 
nothing bid. We called for a formula where there could be a more systematic allocation of at 
least of part of the money so that the universities can do some long term planning. 
It was Ms. Smitley's position that 3+2+ 1 would likely survive, that it was generally being 
received positively. We did make an appeal that they begin to consider the prospect of promoting 
this program in the absence of a full 1 % match or no match. She indicated that negotiations on 
that question were beginning. There were also questions about the 30 and out retirement. The 
IBHE supports this notion, but no action will occur this year in the legislature. 
We also talked a lot about the notion that the IBHE has that it is our job to provide degree 
completion programs on community college campuses, particularly in the high demand fields. At 
the December meeting, Director Sanders indicated that they were coming up with 4 million 
dollars for the 12 public universities to create degree completion programs on community 
college campuses around the state. I don't know how many community colleges we have, but I 
believe quite a lot and 4 million dollars for such completion programs would certainly not be 
adequate. We also discussed high school students taking courses in high school classes for which 
they receive college credit. The State pays the high school and the community college for that 
student's course. We passed a document that laid out a number of conditions that such courses 
must meet, for example, they must be proper college courses with proper college materials. Our 
next meeting will be in Bellville, Illinois. 
Senator Reid: Can you explain the 30 and out. Is that 30 and out with 8%? 
Senator Bragg: The current legislation allows a staff person who has accrued 30 years of 
service to retire without a reduced annuity, but you would still only get 2.2% times the highest 
48 months. 
Senator Crothers' entire report can be found at 
http://www.academicsenate.ilstu.edu/Committees/IBHE-F A C/01 033 OIBHE-F A C htm. The 
Budget Context Statement is appended to his report. 
Action Items: 
03.16.01.01 English Placement Test Proposal (Academic Affairs Committee) 
Senator Meckstroth: We brought this proposal before you as an information item two weeks 
ago. As a preliminary to making my motion, what we are proposing is a change in wording in the 
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catalog in relationship to the English Placement Test. This is not a change in the requirement, but 
a change in the procedure for administering the requirement. 
Motion XXXll-115: By Senator Meckstroth, second by Senator Poling, that the language be 
replaced in the catalog under Language and Composition 101 with the following: "Students with 
an ACT English subscore of20 and below are required to take the English Placement Exam 
before registration. Students with a subscore of21 and above are required to take the Exam after 
registration. Writing skills of all students will be assessed." 
Students with subscores of 21 or above are almost never placed in English 101. 10 based on the 
data we have. Of those with a subscore of 20 and below, most are placed in English 101.10, but 
some are placed in English 101. All students in English 101 will write an essay on the first day of 
class that will be evaluated. This writing sample will therefore serve as a Placement Test for 
those who have not taken the test earlier (the Placement Test during Preview is also an essay), 
and it will also serve as a sample of each student's writing that can be used by the English 
Department for some assessment projects (for example, the possibility of comparing this essay 
with one written by a student later in their college career). All incoming freshman will write an 
essay on the first day of class. 
Senator Brown: I have been going to a number of groups to get feedback on this and the main 
objection is that splitting the two groups like this creates a lot of unfairness, especially for the 
students who will have to take it before Preview. They will have to take the extra time out to get 
that done. The Student Government Association unanimously voted it down. I also talked with 
peer advisors, who also strongly object to this. 
Dr. Thomas: What we are talking about is a procedural thing, when the students will take the 
test. I don't know why the procedural issue would be such a problem. 
Senator Brown: The main objection, from what I understood last time, is that students that have 
a score of20 and below would take the test the day before Preview. 
Dr. Thomas: No, they will take it during Preview, which is the way it is normally done now. 
Part of the consideration is that there is very limited amount of time to complete all of the 
activities on the Preview schedule. So to go ahead and place students in 101, for which the 
impact of the English Placement Test is very minimal, would eliminate some of the scheduling 
problems. 
Dr. Fortune: What we are doing this summer is inviting students to come and take the 
placement essay before Preview. We are doing that this summer, because by the time we arrived 
at some consensus on this, it was too late to identify testing centers throughout the dtate at 
community colleges at which students could take this exam. After this summer, we would allow 
students to go those test taking centers, take the test there and we would get the results. I think 
that minimizes the concerns you have now. 
Senator Brown: What do you mean by invited? Were they told they have to come? 
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Dr. Fortune: Yes, we have told them that this is a requirement for them. When we have more 
planning time, we can make some arrangement with the testing centers. 
Senator McNaught: As this proposal was presented to the SGA, students would be required to 
come to take the test on the day before Preview begins. I think that is why the assembly members 
voted against it. I think that is a way to make Preview a more enjoyable experience for the 
students. 
Senator Howard: If you get a writing sample on the first day of class, even though it won't 
affect many students, how quickly can those be graded so that disruption to students that are 
affected is minimized? 
Dr. Fortune: We can get a turnaround quickly enough so we minimize the kind of anxiety and 
problems to which you are referring. 
Senator Meckstroth: We are anticipating based on our data, perhaps five students. We are 
trying to make this better for students. 
Friendly Amendment: by Senator Howard to add the reference "or equivalent SAT" to the 
proposal. Senators Meckstroth and Poling accepted the amendment. 
Senator Sass: What percentage of students will be taking this test when they come to Preview? 
Dr. Thomas: We can only rely on the past trends. In 1998, two-thirds or 66% of our students 
had an ACT of 21 or higher. 
Senator Bathauer: If there are students who can not make it early, will there be 
accommodations for them to take it either during the day during Preview or along with the other 
students during the first day of class? 
Dr. Thomas: In those instances when there are unusual circumstances, the University College or 
Preview staff will accommodate those students. 
Senator Brown: When I did go to the different student groups, I tried to not have any biases. 
Everyone got a copy of the proposal that was brought forward. There was a misunderstanding in 
the last meeting--that in the future students would have to come early to take the test. But it does 
seem that at least that is happening this year. The other objection that was brought up by students 
was like the one that Senator Howard brought up about the unfairness to the students that will 
have to switch classes. 
Senator El-Zanati: What is the number of people that have a score of 20 or below who are 
placed in 101? 
Dr. Fortune: I don't know if! can give you a fraction . I know that we offer about 20 to 25 
sections of 101.10 each fall for 18 to 20 students per session. 
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Senator Kowalski: If this does not work out for the benefit of the students, can we change it? 
Senator White: We can always change it. 
The Senate voted unanimously to approve the motion to change the procedure for the 
administration of the English Placement Test. Students with an ACT English subscore of20 and 
below will be required to take the English Placement Exam before registration. Students with a 
subscore of 21 and above will be required to take the Exam after registration. Writing skills of all 
students will be assessed. 
Information Items: 
Academic Senate Internal Committee Structure Proposal (Rules Committee) 
Senator Razaki: The major change in the current internal committee structure is Student Affairs 
Committee would be replaced by the Student Government Association and the current Faculty 
Affairs Committee would be replaced by a Faculty Assembly. Prior to this point, SGA had 
certain duties that were independent of the Senate, issues that were not brought to the Senate 
before, and those issues will not be brought to the Senate under the proposed structure. The 
duties performed by the Student Affairs Committee will still be brought before the Senate. All of 
the current duties performed by the Faculty Affairs Committee would be performed by the 
Faculty Assembly, except in regards to the Appointment, Salary, Promotion and Tenure process. 
Any changes in the ASPT were previously brought before the Senate. Under the proposed 
structure, ASPT process will be exclusively dealt with by the Faculty Assembly, which would 
present its recommendations to the President and Board of Trustees. The second important issue 
is that the proposed membership: Mennonite College of Nursing and each academic department 
would have one representative on the Faculty Assembly. Those academic departments who do 
not have a representative on the Senate will have a member on the Faculty Assembly. The role of 
the Budget Committee will be expanded and the committee would be renamed the Planning and 
Budget Committee. It would be a very powerful committee in the sense that it could playa very 
significant role; for example, it would make recommendations on all programs, procedures and 
policies having a budgetary impact. In the past, the Senate did not participate actively in many of 
the proposed duties of this committee. 
Senator White: Educating Illinois will become a part of the Academic Plan, so implementation 
of Educating Illinois would also be a primary responsibility of the Planning and Budget 
Committee. 
Senator Reid: On the Faculty Assembly, we are only going to allow one vote per department. 
Senator White: There was a discussion at the last Rules Committee that all faculty members on 
the Senate would maintain a vote on the Faculty Assembly and then departments that were not 
represented would be added. 
Senator Crothers: I have a real big problem with this. By eliminating the Faculty Affairs and 
yet giving the Faculty Assembly all of the same responsibilities of the Faculty Affairs 
Committee, you have given all of the faculty members of the Senate and all the members from 
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each department another committee to serve on. How did the committee conceptualize the 
distribution of the workload? 
Senator Razaki: We already have a faculty caucus and we are reshaping that into a Faculty 
Assembly. Yes, I do agree that there is greater work involved, but I don't see a way around it. 
Senator Crothers: The faculty caucus does not have to be formalized . The faculty caucus as it 
now serves is an advisory ad hoc, issue:'specific body. What is the logic of adding an additional 
formal body on top of the structure in place? 
Senator Razaki: What came out of the different ad hoc governance committees was the idea of 
creating a body before which the Provost and President could speak to the faculty. 
Senator Reid: The majority of the Rules Committee felt that the Assembly should meet at least 
once a month, not just when an issue came up. This would give more faculty unity. I strongly 
support the idea of having a monthly meeting for the Faculty Assembly. The Faculty Affairs 
Committee has to meet deadlines for meetings every two weeks. I don't think that we want 
everybody in the Faculty Assembly having to work on the issues ofFaculty Affairs. I don't think 
we want that to be the center of what the Faculty Assembly does. 
Senator Fowles: I am looking at the difference between Administrative Affairs and the Planning 
and Budget Committees. It seems like a lot of the responsibilities related to facilities planning is 
done by the Administrative Affairs Committee. There seems to be a great deal of overlap 
between the two committees. 
Senator Razaki: Administrative Affairs and the Planning and Budget Committee would both be 
involved in facilities planning. 
Senator Fowles: I find it very confusing when two committees are doing the same thing. 
Senator Reid: I don't think that the idea was for there to be overlap. The idea was that the 
Planning and Budget Committee would for the first time look beyond student and academic 
affairs and look at overall institutional planning. In that case, they would have to take into 
account some of the issues that other committees deal with. The idea is that you take care of 
many of the specifics, but the Planning and Budget Committee would look at the overall picture 
of the university on general budget issues. 
Senator White: The capital budget, which is involved in facilities planning, is basically shorter 
and the Master Plan is long term, so those could be separated out without any problem. 
Senator El-Zanati: Who will do the duties of the Faculty Affairs Committee? As a member of 
the Senate, I am automatically on the Faculty Assembly. Does that mean I am exempt from other 
internal committees? 
Senator Razaki: The Faculty Assembly is an additional group, so you will have another internal 
committee assignment as well as be a member the Faculty Assembly. 
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Senator EI-Zanati: So a special committee within the Faculty Assembly would do the work of 
the current Faculty Affairs Committee? 
Senator Razaki: We have not thought it through to the point as to how the Faculty Assembly 
will be organized. But you are right, there may be subcommittees of the Faculty Assembly. 
Senator Reid: One group of people might have as their only committee assignment a 
subcommittee of the Faculty Assembly. 
Senator Kording: It was stated that the committee would be willing to explain some other 
dissenting positions. Would you do that? 
Senator Razaki: Senator Brown and Senator Kording had an objection about the proposed 
duties of the Rules Committee. Part of the function of the Rules Committee is to bring candidates 
for different external committee of the Senate, as well as names of candidates for non-external 
committees that are on a ad hoc basis, such as a search committees, before the Senate. Senators 
Brown and Kording felt that the Rules Committee should not have that role, that the Student 
Government Association and the Faculty Assembly should bring the nominations directly to the 
Senate floor. The majority of the Rules Committee voted not to do it that way and to keep the 
structure in which both the SGA and the Faculty Assembly would send in the names of the 
nominees to the Rules Committee to be brought before the Senate. Senator Kording felt that this 
was an inefficient method of doing things. Some members of the Rules Committee felt that since 
the composition of the Senate varies from year to year, it might be preferable to have the Rules 
Committee handle this function, especially in the case when not enough nominees were available 
to move the process along. 
Senator Kording: I want to make sure that I understand what the proposal is saying. The 
Student Government would recruit these members for the external committees, vote on them and 
then it would go to the Rules Committee at which point the students would vote a second time 
and then it would come to the floor of the Senate where the students would vote on the nominees 
a third time. Is that what the proposal will do? 
Senator Razaki: Yes. 
Senator Thomas: Would the committee consider changing the language from "monitor and 
receive reports" to "oversight" of the external committees? Monitor means that you are paying 
attention to, but not that you are in control of the committee. 
Senator Landau: Some of us have speculated that given the size of the Faculty Assembly, there 
may be a need for subcommittees to form. I think that it is highly likely that a stealth Faculty 
Affairs Committee will emerge, but maybe under a different name. I would like to know how 
that improves on what we currently have. 
Senator Razaki: There were several motivations for a Faculty Assembly. Consistently, every ad 
hoc committee on governance had suggested that there should be a Faculty Assembly. Secondly, 
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a number of faculty members have shown an interest in that; and third, the Provost has very 
strongly recommended having a forum before which he could address just faculty members. 
Senator Fowles: Is the Faculty Assembly another meeting per month in addition to the twice per 
month Senate meetings and twice a month internal committee meetings? 
Senator Razaki: Yes, one of the suggestions was that it could meet on an off Wednesday when 
the Senate is not meeting. Another suggestion was that perhaps the Assembly would meet from 
6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. right before the Senate meeting. The problem with that is there are 
internal committees meeting at that time. 
Senator Hampton: Sometimes the Faculty Affairs Committee meets weekly, which we are now 
doing, and we have sometimes dealt with issues of confidentiality, which sound in the larger 
aggregate more difficult to handle. So I would just again ask how this would improve what is 
already in place. 
Senator Meckstroth: Did the committee consider the possibility of having the oversight 
committee for the University Library Committee be the Academic Affairs Committee rather than 
the Administrative Affairs Committee since the University Library Committee deals with issues 
of an academic nature? 
Senator Reid: The Rules Committee will consider that. 
Senator Crothers: I am a strong advocate of a faculty senate. I have a sense that this particular 
Faculty Assembly is tending towards the worst of both worlds in an attempt to create a faculty 
senate. Will the Rules Committee seriously consider just unfolding the Faculty Affairs business 
from the Faculty Assembly and give those duties to other committees or just keep the Faculty 
Affairs Committee in place? 
Senator Kording: Looking at the Faculty Assembly page, according to the proposed duties, a 
faculty nominee for an external committee would be voted on by the faculty at a Faculty 
Assembly meeting. It would then go to the Rules Committee and the faculty would again vote on 
it and then it would go before the Senate and the faculty would vote on it a third time. Is that 
correct? 
Senator Razaki: Yes, that is correct. I have never seen the Rules Committee reject a single 
nominee. They receive these nominations and bring them to the Senate floor. So yes, the students 
and faculty will have to vote twice, the students in the SGA and then on the floor of the Senate, 
the faculty in the Assembly and again on the Senate floor. All that we envision the Rules 
Committee's role in this case is as a conduit from the SGA and Faculty Assembly. If one of those 
two groups is not doing its job properly and is not getting enough nominations, there has to be 
somebody out there to prod them into doing their jobs and in the past, the students have been 
very guilty of this. A number of positions lay vacant when the SGA and the student senators 
could not come up with enough names. 
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Senator Walker: In the proposed structure of the Faculty Assembly, would there be members of 
the Faculty Assembly voting on Senate matters who are not members of the Senate? 
Senator Reid: Everything that the Assembly votes on would go back to the entire Senate with 
the exception of the ASPT process, so they would be simply recommending to the Senate. 
Senator Razaki: I recommended that all departments have a representative on the Assembly as a 
means of inclusion. Perhaps the Assembly should only be made up offaculty senators. 
Senator White: If that is the case, you essentially have the situation we presently have with the 
faculty caucus. I suggested quite awhile back that we formalize the faculty caucus. The primary 
advantage that I see in your proposal for the Assembly is the way in which it deals with ASPT. I 
suspect that the committee really needs to work hard on the Faculty Assembly concept, because I 
think it going to run into resistance in debate. I have already heard from deans and chairs and 
they are very concerned about faculty workload. 
Senator Reid: Are you suggesting that we go back to a caucus and that it would deal with 
ASPT? 
Senator White: If we formalized the caucus and gave it responsibility for ASPT and allowed 
Faculty Affairs to cover the rest, that will provide the confidentiality on ethics and grievance 
matters, there would be an open forum for the Provost when he needed one and there would be a 
way that we deal with ASPT. 
Senator Reid: Are you also rejecting monthly meetings? 
Senator White: It would be called as needed. 
Senator Bathauer: When this comes as an action item, will we vote on the proposal as a whole? 
Senator White: The proposal could be moved in parts. 
This matter will come before the Senate as an action item at its April 18,2001 meeting. 
External Committee Elections 
Senator White: In your packets you will find the vita for the nominees to the Academic 
Freedom Committee, Faculty Ethics and Grievance Committee and the Panel of 10. You will 
receive additional vita for nominees and we will vote for these nominees at the next Senate 
meeting. 
Communkations 
Upcoming Senate Meeting 
Senator White: The next Senate meeting is going to be very full. I have asked Steve Adams to 
talk briefly about admissions. Betty Chapman is going to be talking to us about the Academic 
Plan. Then we have this governance proposal as an action item. I would propose therefore unless 
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that there objections that each senator should be prepared to speak twice for no more than five 
minutes. We could possibly limit the total time of debate to one hour. 
Senator Reid: This is such an important change that I would oppose any limitation on the 
overall time of debate, so I would suggest that if we can't get it done by 9:00 that it just gets put 
off to the next meeting. 
Foundations Board 
Senator Razaki: I am the elected faculty representative on the Foundations Board, which has its 
own internal committees. President Boschini and others have mentioned the decline in the stock 
market. There is some good news and some bad news. The bad news is that our endowment 
portfolio has declined with the rest of the market. The good news is that the decline is much less 
than expected, a total decline of 4. 7%. It happened because we have been very conservative in 
the past and had a significant portion invested in bonds. In the last few years, the Foundation has 
been providing 5.5% of that total to departments and other designated nominees from the 
earnings of the portfolio. This year, to make any distributions to the departments, we would have 
to dip into the principle. So right now, Vice President Kern and other members of the Foundation 
are engaged in a conversation trying to determine what amount of distribution there should be (if 
any) this year. Nothing has been decided at the moment, but in the worst case scenario, there 
may be 0% distribution. I wanted to bring this to the attention of the Senate so that you can 
inform your colleges and departments. 
Senator White: What areas of academic life would be affected by this? 
Senator Razaki: Different departments use their funds in different ways. 
Senator White: Are you saying that departments are not going to be able to have access to their 
own money? 
Senator Razaki: In the worst case scenario, that is possible. No decision has been made as yet. 
Everything is being considered. 
Walk for Life 
Senator Thomas: Student exercise science majors in the Leaders in Fitness Education Club 
are planning their fourth annual Walk for Life on Wednesday, April 18, on the academic quad at 
4:00 p.m. President Boschini has participated in the past. I would invite everyone to participate. 
It is designed to promote physical activity on campus. 
Motion XXXII-116 To adjourn by Senator Sass, second by Senator Kowalski. The motion was 
unanimously approved by standing vote. 
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Approval of English 
Minutes Placement Test Adjourn 
Names Attendance Motion 114 Motion 115 Motion 116 
Unanimous Unanimous Unanimous 
Bathauer X 
Bono x 
Boschini x 
Bragg x 
Brown x 
Campbell x 
Chang x 
Crothers x 
Dicker x 
EI-Zanati x 
Fowles x 
Goldfarb x 
Hampton x 
Herbert x 
Holland ABSENT 
Holmes EXCUSED 
Howard x 
Kording x 
Kowalski x 
Kurtz, Barbara x 
Kurtz, Lindsay x 
Landau x 
Mamarchev EXCUSED 
McNaught x 
Meckstroth x 
Meier x 
Miles ABSENT 
Morgan x 
Noyes x 
Nur-Awaleh x 
Panfilio x 
Peterson ABSENT 
Poling x 
Ray ABSENT 
Razaki x 
Reid x 
Sass x 
Strickland x 
Story x 
Thomas x 
Thornton x 
Tolone x 
Van Draska x 
Walker x 
Weber EXCUSED 
Wells ABSENT 
White x 
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